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f*m: ^cWN 3?fc %^r% 

H. 15/22/2004-'sNKBt.— 1995 3 

7RJT ^fr^TeT (^if^T cR^3T( 

W cT?JT fa#RT) ftiWIclofl, 1995 
£ZJFT 3 7*1% : 

cp. jrfs&HT 


*ISlPl$UIW<0 

, 21 3T$er, 2005 

i^TIR (RS*TPrfH H%IT) 

<xm\ w 3 Wfim fadifin i^t 500/100 % <hhmT 


(wnl, 


■inftaT) i 

■WT TRTtf^ HiTech 3#f%*RT, 1975 3%7 
cf5t wetft m MiedM lichen ^ 

(f^# ?7T% TTT^pM f^mTcTeft cfj^r W %) 3% 


1. PlHfclRsId ER W=T 1%*JT fc: 


(i) fflfa sntorft % fern 18/3/200^ 

WET qftuiH grf^fxRT fcR? ^ fWt f*£3fR 
^t 3 500/100 wft 3TRTcTt TR MlddM 


Ef% 3rf^ERT 7T. 16/1/2001-il^^il StRT 3l1%H 
RhII^ %> TJeT 3W cf?t ^ f%qff%cf ftdlfaH' 
eRTT% efft Ri^lR^I eft sft I 


(ii) #fTRJocf> 3#f%*FT 1975 (TTfTT Rt^Ttf^RT) cRJT 3TcPtcT EFTTf M T^TT^F 
(trrfer cR^ftt eft m^h, ^r me-iM tjc*f ef>t lichen ^ rtwot cTstt d% 


1291 GI/2005 


(1) 
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gRT eFTTft gft Rl*gglcgcb 


gfggi 4 gft gift g^aft gft siicj^djc^cii gft ggg-grgg gg Tpftarr gRft gft srten gft . gft ft i ^gftg 
TTH (fftlft ^TTcf? «n^ ggg ggT %) ft 3Tgft fftgTgT 24 3FRTT, 2004 ft ggT gRT qRelfcid 

MRRftRifti ft gftggR [ftift 18 / 3/2002 gft srftftggT gfo i 6 / 1/2002 ft grfftgft gm gft gf 

Ri^lR^I gft RftftT ^ gRft gg 3Tggfg fftgT t I 


(iii) fg ftfftg gffg gftunft eft gfttsp gg fftofg ftft p, grfftggft % ftHRJctb ftRgr 
3lfftfftgg 1975 (ggT ftgftfftg) 3lft tftgr (glfftg ggtjftt eft gggRT, TJg gg 

^cep gg 3ggKTg gg gfggg cTSTT dft fftftgg) fftgPMcft 1995 (ftp# f^ft gig g# 
fftggTgoft W ggT t) ft 3RgTR ftj sfR Rftll^ ft gR ft 3RIgT gft ft fftgffftg ft<TlRH 
g#3 500/100 gg MIcMM gjceg ftt ggft Rgft eft 3TTggggRTT eft grftt§TT ft fftg fftrtgT 5 
gffgft, 2005 eft 3TfftgggT ft. 15/22/2004-ftftftgftt gRF gftgTP ftfg gjgi gft sft I 


(iv) ftlfftg glfftfgft ft ^ gTggftft ftpg ft ggeTsET Tjft ft SR/gR ftg^ ftgft/ftft ft 
^dlcllfti, fftgfdgft RTgTggft fttg gfte( gftPl gft ftTg gJgS3TTg ftgft 3TfftgJggT gft ftft ftftt t 
sft afk ^jgft ws gifttarr ftR gft ^KTicf ft 40 fftft ft ftfag fftRrd g^g ft gF# 3igft fftgRt 
ft 3Iggg gRTft gg 3gjftg fftgT §JT I fftftt ft fftcfg^ gRggg ft Wg g^o3TTg ftgft ftft^PTT 
ft grR ft 3Tgft 3Tgftg gggg gft fftg I 


(v) cjlRlf^Ieh 3TR|gPT gg gftfgftgft g^rfftftgTMg (#3ftftt3gf gg? ggl) ft gft^ gg§ ft 
OTgTcft ft ftfft gggRg gRTft gg 3Pjftg fftgT ggT Sg I 


(vi) czgggj gRgTeR ftfg ^gSTTeT gfftft 3TfftgggT gft gfftft fftgftt, gft3Tft3g| ftfg 
gftrftr gft ftft gt ft 1 

(vii) gftftggft ft f|d4cg g^Iggft gRT ggdTT fftg gg gg^ft ft 3Tgftfttg 3RT gTeft gTTftftftg> 

ggfg fftftggg gift Rdelc^ gSIggft ft fftg 6Met&I gggft ft I 


(viii) ftftggft ft fftrieg 23 3ftg, 2005 gft gnftfftd glTftgfftcg ^*iqi| ft gift Rd^cg 
gSTgpgi gft ftfftg> ggT ft 3Tgft fftgrft ft 3TggcT gRlft gg TTggTg ggTg fftgT I fftftt ft fftdgg* 
g^Tggg ft gTTftgfftgl ^ggft ft gFI gft fcTgT I 

(ix) fftftt ft f|d 4 cg g§Tggg gRT ftTg ^g53TRT ftgft ftftgggT gg grR gft fftgT ggT 8TT I 

(X) fftgP 16 ft 3T^gHg ?g ftTg gRglft ft fftg 3TTgggg> g2ft/3ggTft gg fTTeT ftW 
gSIggft ft gTPST Mchdd fftltg) 7 fttcl, 2005 gft fftgT W gT 3itg fftftt ft Rd«lcg ggggg ft 

gsft ft gcggg ftftft gftft tftgft gft gft t I 

(xi) TTgg grfftg ft fftftggTft ftfg 1 ftftT, 2003 ft 31 gft, 2004 (12 gift cfgT gft ftft 
^Igft (ftft3Tft) ft fftg gft gft ft | ggTfft, gfft fftgftgg ft fegg 3$cT, 2000 - gft, 2001 
■gftg 2001 - gft 2002, oftci 2002 gft 2003 ggT ftft 3Tgfft ft feTg ^gdl H J ll| gf ftt I - 
fftgft ft fldg^' gSTggg ft ?g1 ftftg ft gjggT ggTggJ gft gRT^ t I 
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^5. fftiJRlft'T vj<hiq 

2. ^jcf ftNr sjfR ci^hm 'dfttsn ft ?n(ftd wik Iftdifi'n^j 500/100 ^ ftt 7 f 8 iT ft ft Rid 

#TT^ccR- ftfap Sri^RPT, 1975 ftt TOft 3P^ftt ft 3T^ZTRT 23 ftk 29 ft ftcfftcT 3TRTT t I 
^Tl? 8cft '•jft ftT c|?T nR<^d ^ift^R T TRRR ft | 3id J l-3Td J l 3i3d<1 RciRh t? ^R-icld afR 

fcfdrRpf ftt 3 ft ftt fftdlfed 3fR ^fttR ft ^ fttft ft I cRPfft W cnfeur 

^TRT ftftfacb ft 3jfR vjfTxf ft IR fftftt ftt cR? ft WRTOft ^ftf ft I 

7 T. ^WFT cRg 

3. Iftdlfftd ^3 500/100 cR ^fttw %8cR ftRRT ft^ 3Tft%cT Rdllftd ^R dMd«y ^RFt 

ft fcH? xRJ/<£c[d5d/#ft ft xfft ft fftRJT viM ft I ?ft #<t£d xfRT fftftt vdcMprl^lId 13ft 

wft 4 Rift ft fftdMl WcTT ft ftt 3TW xTRf M sRTcT ft I ^ ftjfa ft cfSTT fftFT 2(R) 
ft 3Tsff ft to TpftSTT ft '•ft tKoj^ vRlftT gjKl vj^hiRci ftt , tiq<g ftftt ft' PlftRld 
rto ft R*fPT WTC TO TO % I 

w. wRt 

4. TJoT ftfa ft HlddM WET illfftchl, ftt ftR ft fto fftftftRT fttTRTef 

ifelT ffto sfRT ^RR ftt Rf 8ff| ft TOT ft ^ ft TOR4> ft TO tJlddM 

ft TO 7TTfc|4>| ^RR cJRft ft fftpr ^ft TO STftf&d' 3^TT 8ft | ^T >|U||<||^ RfttSIT 
mcdylft W=T ft <i«)<g cR^ ft fftftt ft tRcr^ •ddiicjcr) ft mc’iftft ftt Hwriqlft 'dftlfirfT ftt 
MKlftcfr 3 TRrJtRT ft Srr^xRTT/fftft^T <?RR dftl fft^JT ft I 

R. 9TO Tnfft? ft qRcbdH ft^[ Weft: 

5. iftft^rft ft 133 9^> (l) (ft ft STJfTR >HHM ft fftft^T ft 5 RTRhM 
cR^ftf ft fTTcT fftftclfti (ijjpf W^f ft iJlRlchlcbdl gRT dMd^I 4RRTT ^RIT 8ft ftt ffttfcRP 

ftft ft I fftft ft Rftdch ft srRrgw ft feR <jhm ft fftft?R 
^xrt ft Tdisi iftftmft ftt ^JtR ^ Iftn t I 

6. iJlRjchlcbdi 3TSR[T fftft ft f|d«l<^ Tnft ft dHM ^ ft ft ft M fft^T 

fftqT t I 'H^dPlcb ^ddll ft ft fftft ft f%ER^ ^Tlft ft 9Td^T ^PT ft fftftRR ft ftftT 
ft fftft WR cPT fftft^T fftm t I 

7. Fltoft ft cR^ ft W fftftftftf ftt (Jjd W4 ft iJ|R|ch|tt>dt gRI dMd^T 4RRIT 
W 8TT) ft 3[RRRf> HlHIdcft ftft t I fftft ft 3TRTRT4> ft 5fRfft^ ftftfjxRTT ft ftftl ft 

ftt ^tR fftfT t I dd^HK ^F-^THT W t 47^ ft ^lilldft' ft TOftl ^tft 
fft^T t ftR 3Tftfftd ^xHT 5R^d ^ ftt t I 
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8. ft ftft ^ to 4 fttf 5Rtpr Rft IftRtT t I ^fft fftftt ft 

flct^ TTT^t ft cPT RdR dft ffttf t, iftcP? 5ttfftffttt Mlddftft ?]W ftt dfttld 

TfSJTcfftT Ttftftt ft MR *[RT Tft ddRdld ^T T TTf^T*T ^T fftftRt Tift t I 

W. grfcf T^cf chKUIIcHth #?: 

9. dlld<d>ld?dl ft dd$ Rdl ft fft did % efcfR 3T^ d<d> tp<?^ deMIgd? fto Plftldd 

#?FTcT IcTO ft dcd^ftft STcfftREFTTcW MRdftt ft I 3tftet, 2002 ft fto Plftld'H 4kldd 
ft ^ 3TRT 5PJ?? ftw 3Tftct fto RR TfleSf^ ftfe^TT ft RtSJ fcIeRT fft?tT ft I ftftt 

cbJdPldi ft fftdR % ^oT cb^^l ft 3T^fcF> deMIdd ftft cf?t 4W7, SFRTT dMdVl d^t 
ftlftlftcMd ftRcT ^3TT ft, ftRRt ^ T WiTR^xTT ft ^ RR W dfftt ft d4?ddl fftftt 
ft | dlRlchlcbdl % fftftdd fftdT ft fft dft 2003 cF^t ^eFTt ft eft 2004 ft RdTT RPT ft 65% 
cf?r cffft ??ft ft dftft fftftt ^rrar 4 ddjftt t I 

10. fftddeg TFifM ft fftftt 5W ft ddR ftt RdR 4 dtfftdftt fR diet ftt RRf dRft ft 

3RFtft 7ft ft fft> ddT ftdeg g$il ft ^deg deMlgl ft 3ddld ft d^ deiPl ftt dKTlfcld> ftft 
ft 3RtdT ftt ftdTcRT ft I dftc[ dfttd % RtR ft 3RTR ft tftfttftt Rfttd ft fcHJ 
dftftftd ^ rfSTT Wd Rdfft ft ftdd 3TTdMt ft cJRR fttft cTTeft 5# dd fftftRR dftt ft 
3TWf 7ft t I 

B. 3ffft*T viTtW mR»IIM: 

11. dM^f d ^ t^t t % f^ft ’ft ^ ^ ^ 

aTdTd ft ftpft fttd TTSd, cTRdfft^ srfft d^lT ftftd ftfft d6cd^ u< i dl’1g u 'si cfd 

dftt fchdl dT ddd I fcfrftt f^ddeg Midi gKI dlfttdlftf T^cf 'd6dl J l c^ 3TdTcT ft drfftddft 

fftwft TR ^rfdft fcTd 4TEd ftt ft fcfr ftdeg ftdt. ft ftdeg 'ft STFITd dT ddft 

dTeT Mlddftftt ftt ddld 'd>d ftft ft d>!c^ ddl J l ftt ftft dIcTl STfft dlft 3T£f4T ddftt 
ftft ftt ft^TlddT dft t I ^Tfftmft, Iftftj? 18/3/2002 ftt ft. 

16 / 1/2001 fttftftftt ft ftft ft m wjw, wft ^Tft mi cm ft ftt dw 

ftt >H4lkl 4rft ftt tftddf^T ftftft MWId d^ft t I 

12. ^qftcJxt ~£R tftdK dRft ft M^dld fTtfftd^lft Pl^ft dR Mgft ft fft 

(cp) d M jd d ft 3T^tR, Pi fft 1 prrfft^lft, tftrft' 18/3/2002 ftt 3Tfft^dd l ft. 16/1/2001- 

fttftr^ftt ft ^ ft Ift^iR^t tft^ m craT ftftrr^ tRq? aftftftm 1975 (w 

ftftrfft?t) ft 3TKTTR 23 T4 29 ft cTgcf dft<^d ftdeg ftftt ft ^ ft 3T2Jcfl cf^t ft Ptftfftcf 
fadlfftd ^ftt 3 500/100 ft ^ftt 3twft eTTft Mlddftftt ^dftt ftt WTRT c^ft eft RiMglR^I 
ftt ^IxRT RTdft t I 

(ft) ^t 3TtftT ft ftft 3tftct, ftftTT^ed) ftfftp 3tftiPldd, 1975 (W ftfttfftt) ft 

^t^TR ftftTRJcft dd-llg^cd’ ftt ftdl dR Stftftft RfFtTfftRt (ftftft ft RRST gld't ftt RT 

^tftft I 


p5hftt ftdlftd, Prffts Tttfwft 
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MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI-DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 21 st April, 2005 
Final Finding* (Mid-term Review) 

Subject : Anti-Dumping (Mid-Term Review) investigations concerning imports of Vitamin AD a 500/100 originating in 
or exported from European Union and Singapore. 

_ No. 15/22/2004-DGAD.— Having regard to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975, as amended in 
1995 and the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti- 
Dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995 as 
amended (herein referred to as AD Rules) thereof: 

A PROCEDURE 

1. The procedure described below has been followed: 

i) The Designated Authority (hereinafter also referred to as the Authority) notified 
final findings vide Notification No. 16/1/2001- DGAD dated 18/3/2002 recommending 
imposition of anti-dumping duties on all imports of Vitamin AD3 500/100 originating in 
or exported from EU and Singapore. 

ii) The Customs Tariff Act, 1975 (as amended) and the Customs Tariff 
(Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti-Dumping Duty on Dumped Articles 
and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995 made thereunder require the Authority to 
review from time to time, the need for the continued imposition of definitive anti 
dumping duty imposed by the Central Government. European Union( hereinafter also 
referred to as EU) vide letter dated 24th August, 2004 had requested for initiating a 
review of the recommendation made by the Authority vide Notification No. 16/1/2002- 
DGAD dated 18/3/2002 due to changed circumstances. 

iii) Having decided to review these final findings, the Authority initiated the present 
investigations vide Notification No. 15/22/2004-DGAD dated 5 th January 2005 to review 
the need for continued imposition of anti dumping duty on Vitamin AD35OO/IOO from 
EU and Singapore (hereinafter referred to as subject countries) in accordance with the 
Customs Tariff Act,1975(as amended) and the Customs Tariff (Identification, 
Assessment and Collection of Anti Dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and for 
Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995(hereinafter referred to as AD Rules). This review 
covers all aspects of Notification No. 16/1/2001- DGAD dated 18/3/2002. 

iv) The Designated Authority sent copy of the Initiation Notification to the 
embassies of the subject countries / territories, the exporters, importers and the domestic 
industry as per the list available in the original anti-dumping investigation and requested 
them to make their views known in writing within 40 days of the initiation of this review 
investigation. None of the interested parties filed their submissions to the initiation f 
notification. 
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v) A request was made to the Director General Commercial Intelligence& Statistics 
(DGCI&S) to make available details of imports of subject goqds. 

vi) Copies of the initiation notification were also sent to FICCI, CII and 
ASSOCHAM for wider circulation. 

vii) The Authority made available the public file to all interested parties containing 
non-confidential version submitted by interested parties for inspection. 

viii) The Authority provided an opportunity to all interested parties to present their 
views verbally in the public hearing held on 23 rd April, 2005. None of the interested 
parties attended the public hearing. 

ix) There was no response to the initiation notification by any of the interested 
parties. 

x) In accordance with Rule 16 supra, the essential facts/basis considered for these 
findings were disclosed on 7 th April. 2005 to known interested parties and none of the 
interested parties made any comments on the disclosure of facts. 

v A) Investigations were carried out for the period of investigation (POI) from 1 st April 
2003 to 31 st March 2004 (12 months) for determination of dumping margin. However 
information were called for injury analysis for the years April 2000 - March 2001, April 
2001 - March 2002, April 2002 - March 2003 and the period of investigation. None of 
the interested parties filed any information in this regard. 

B. PRODUCT UNDER CONSIDERATION 

2. The product involved in the original investigation and the current review is 
Vitamin AD 3 500/100 falling under Chapter 23 and' 29 of the First Schedule to the 
Customs Tariff Act, 1975, as amended. It is a light brown coloured fine granular powder. 
The individual particles contain Vitamin A acetate and Vitamin D 3 microencapsulated in 
gelatin and sucrose. This classification however, is indicative only and in no way binding 
on the scope of the present investigation. 

C. LIKE ARTICLE 

3. Vitamin AD 3 500/100 is used in animal/pouhry/prawn feed to provide required 
vitamin level for better nutrition. It is added to the poultry feed at the poultry feed mills, 
hatcheries and farms who make their own feed. The subject goods produced by domestic 
industry have been treated as like article to the product exported from subject countries in 
the original investigation and this review also within the meaning of Rule 2(d). 

D. DOMESTIC INDUSTRY 

4. In the original investigation the application for anti dumping investigation was 
filed by M/s Nicholas Piramal India Ltd., on behalf of domestic industry. They were the 
major producer of the subject goods in India and had the required standing to file the 

1 petition under AD Rules. In this mid-term review anti-dumping investigation none of the 
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domestic producer of the subject goods filed the information / submissions to the 
initiation notification of the mid-term review of the anti-dumping duty. 


E. METHODOLOGY FOR CALCULATION OF DUMPING MARGIN: 


5. The Authority sent exporters questionnaire to the known exporters (provided by 
the petitioner in the original investigation) of subject goods for the purpose of 
determination of normal value in accordance with Section 9A (1) (c). None of the 
exporters responded to the Authority with information for determination of normal value 
to the initiation notification. 


6. Neither the applicant nor any of the interested parties made any submission 
regarding the normal value. In the public hearing also none of the interested parties made 
any submission with regard to determination of dumping margin. 

7. The Authority also sent importer’s questionnaire to known importers (provided by 
the petitioner in the original investigation) of the subject goods. None of the importers 
responded to the Authority to the initiation notification. Accordingly it was held that 
importers of subject goods have also not cooperated and filed the required information. 

8. The domestic industry did not file any response in the application pro-forma sent 
to them. Since none of the interested parties responded to the questionnaire, the Authority 
could not determine the normal value and subsequently dumping margin in the present 
mid-term review of anti-dumping duty. 

F. INJURY AND CAUSAL LINK : 

9. The petitioner has argued that the domestic producer M/s. Nicholas Piramal Ltd., 
has undergone a significant structural change since the original investigation. In April 
2002 M/s. Nicholas Piramal has merged with another major pharmaceutical company i.e., 

M/s. Rhone Poulenc, India. The merger of this two companies made it possible to 
rationalise capacity utilization by closing down the number of production centres of the 
original company leading towards a new level of growth and profitability. The petitioner 
has submitted that the overall profit has increased by 65% in 2004 compared with 2003 
although sales volume has increased marginally. 

10. In absence of any response from interested parties, the Authority could not 
examine whether the imports of subject goods from subject countries have caused 
material injury to the domestic industry or likely to cause injury to domestic industry. 
The Authority could not determine the non-injurious price for the domestic industry and 
also could not determine any injury due to imports during the period of investigation in 
absence of response from domestic industry. 


G. FINAL FINDINGS : 

I 

11. From the above, the Authority has concluded that in absence of any response from 
any of the interested parties, the critical parameters such as dumping, material injury and 
the causal relationship between the two could not be established. In the absence of 
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participation and cooperation from any of the interested parties, the Authority is 
constrained to conclude that cessation of anti-dumping duty on imports of subject goods 
from subject countries is not likely to lead to continuation or recurrence of injury to the 
domestic industry. Hence, the Authority proposes to recommend to discontinue the anti¬ 
dumping duty on imports of subject goods from subject countries imposed vide 
Notification No. 16/1/2001 - DGAD dated 18/3/2002. 

12. The Authority after considering the foregoing, concludes that: 

(a) In view of the above, the Designated Authority considers it appropriate to 
recommend discontinuation of the anti-dumping duties recommended earlier vide 
Notification No. 16/1/2001- DGAD dated 18/3/2002 and imposed on all imports of 
Vitamin AD 3 500/100 classified under chapter 23 and 29 of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 
(as amended) originating in or exported from subject countries. 

(b) An appeal against this order shall lie before the Customs, Excise and Service Tax 

Appellate Tribunal (CESTAT) in accordance with the Customs Tariff Act, 1975(as 
amended). / 

• CHRISTY FERNANDEZ, Designated Authority 
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